Section Il
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Hamlin County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dominant soil condition but does not eliminate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest layer are for the thickest layer above
and excluding the bottom layer. The numbers in the value columns range from 0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottom layer or thickest layer of the soil is

a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

| | I
Map symbol Pct.| Potent!al source of | Potential source of | Potential source of

and soll name | of | reclamation material | roadfill | topsoil
map |
unit| | | | |
Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value| Rating class and [Value
limiting felaturels | | limiting features | | | Iimilting features | | |
[ [ [ |
ArA: | | | | |
Arvilla————- ———————= | 85 |Poor | |Good | [Poor
Too sandy 10.00 | | | Too sandy |0.00
Low content of ]0.12 | | | Rock fragments |0.00
organic matter | |
Droughty | ||0.54 | | Hard| to reclaim |0.50
Ba: | |
Badger-————————————— | 85 |Poor | |Poor | |Poor |
Too clayey |0.00 | Low strength  |0.00 | Too Clayey |0.00
Water erosion 0.99 | Depth to |0.14 | Depth to [0.14
saturated zone | | saturated zone |
Shrink—swell | [0.47 |
BaB: |
Barnes—————————————— | 85 |Fair | |Fair | |Good |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.78 |
organic matter | |
Carbonate content|0.92 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | | |
BbB: | |
Barnes—————————————-— | 65 |Fair | |Fair | |Good |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.78 |
organic matter | |
Carbonate content|0.92 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | |
Buse | 25 |Fair Fair | |Fair |
Low content of ]0.12 | Low strength  |0.22 | Carbonate content|0.46
organic matter |
Carbonate content|0.46 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | | |
BbC: | |
Barnes—————————————- | 55 |Fair | |Fair | |Good |
Low content of |0.12 | Low strength  |0.78 |
organic matter | |
Carbonate content|0.92 | Shrink—swell |0.87 | |
Water erosion ]0.99 | | | |
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Ham i n County,

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

Sout h Dakot a

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Buse 35 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
BcD:
Bar nes————————————- 40 | Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.78 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Buse 30 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99
Svea 20 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0.94
WAt er erosion 0.99
BnA:
Bar nes————————————- 75 | Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Vi enna—————————————- 15 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.99
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Br A:
Brandt ~———————————- 85 [Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Shri nk-swel | 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Br B:
Brandt ~———————————- 85 [Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Shri nk-swel | 0.99
Bs:
Br ooki ngs—————————- 85 |Fair Poor Fair
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.98
organic natter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Too cl ayey 0.98
WAt er erosion 0.99
Bt D:
Buse 50 [Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99
Bar nes————————————- 40 | Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
BuC:
Buse 50 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Sl ope 0. 96
WAt er erosion 0.99
Bar nes————————————- 35 |Fair Fai r Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.78
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elinminate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
BUE:
Buse 60 |[Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Bar nes————————————- 30 |Fair Fai r Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.78 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99 Sl ope 0.92
BvD:
Buse 50 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Lamour e————————————- 30 |Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.99
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
BxE:
Buse 50 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Langhei ~—————————— 35 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Sl ope 0. 00
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.55
Too cl ayey 0. 95 Car bonate content| 0. 80
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
ByC:
Buse 50 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Poi nsett ~————————— 35 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Carbonate content| 0. 92
ByD:
Bus 50 |Fair Fair Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Carbonate content| 0. 46
WAt er erosion 0.99
Poi nsett ~————————— 40 (Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Sl ope 0.37
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Carbonate content| 0. 92
Carbonate content| 0. 92
Cast | ewnod—————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.12
Co:
Col vi n————————————— 50 |Fair Poor Poor
Carbonate content| 0. 80 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 80
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
a dham———————————- 40 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.32
Cu:
Cubden-————————————- 60 |Fair Poor Fai r
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Carbonate content| 0. 92
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Badger ~————————————- 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0.14 Depth to 0.14
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 47
CX:
Cubden-————————————- 60 |Fair Poor Fai r
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Car bonate content| 0. 92
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Tonka 30 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 46
Dv:
D vi de————————————- 3 Fai r Fair Fair
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Depth to 0.91 Hard to reclaim |0.18
saturated zone
Low content of 0.50 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Depth to 0.91
saturated zone
Rock fragnents 0.97
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
| ng cl ass and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
I ting features limting features limting features
EgB:
Egel and-——————————— 60 |Fair CGood CGood
Low cont ent of 0.12
organic nmatter
Enmbden—————————————- 30 | Good CGood CGood
EnC:
Egel and——————————— 55 | Fair CGood CGood
Low content of 0.12
organic nmatter
Maddock————————————- 35 | Poor CGood Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0. 88
organic nmatter
EsA
Estel l i ne————————— 85 |Fair CGood Fair
WAt er erosion 0.90 Hard to reclaim |0.82
EsB:
Estel l i ne—————————— 85 |Fair CGood Fair
WAt er erosion 0.90 Hard to reclaim |0.82
Fa:
Fai rdal e-——————————— 75 |Fair Fair Fair
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Shri nk-swel | 0.87 Carbonate content| 0. 92
FdA:
Fordvil |l e—————————— 85 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.18
organic nmatter
FoB:
Fordvil |l e————————— 65 |Fair CGood Fair
Low content of 0.12 Hard to reclaim |0.18
organic nmatter
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Renshaw——-————————— 25 [Fair Good Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0.14 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Dr ought y 0. 86 Too sandy 0.14
HeA:
Het | and——————————— 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic natter
Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
HeB:
Het | and——————————— 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
Low content of 0.50 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Car bonate content| 0. 97
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99
Kr A:
Kranzbur g————————— 65 |Fair Poor Fai r
Car bonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Br ooki ngs————————- 25 |Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.98
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Too cl ayey 0.98
WAt er erosion 0.99
Kr B:
Kranzbur g——————————- 70 |Fair Poor Fair
Car bonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 97
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Br ooki ngs—————————- 20 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.98
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Too cl ayey 0.98
Wat er erosion 0.99
La:
La Prairi e————————- 85 [Fair Poor Good
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0.94
Ld:
Ladel | e-———————————— 85 [Fair Poor Good
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00
organic nmatter
Shri nk-swel | 0.96
Lm
Lamour e-———————————— 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.99
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Lr:
Lamour e-———————————— 60 |[Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.99
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Rauvi | | e=——=—=—————= 25 [Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 88 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 86
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elinminate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Lw.
Lowe 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Low cont ent of 0.50 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic matter saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87 Car bonate content| 0. 68
W
M scel | aneous Water—|[ 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
Ma:
Marysl and——————————— 85 |Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
organic nmatter saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 68 Low strength 0.78 Hard to reclaim |0.50
Shri nk-swel | 0.99 Car bonate content| 0. 68
MoA:
Mauvai s————————————— 85 [ Good Poor Fai r
Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone
Depth to 0.76 Salinity 0. 88
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Me:
Mei nt osh-———————————- 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Carbonate content| 0. 46 Depth to 0.53 Depth to 0.53
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Badger ~————————————- 35 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0.14 Depth to 0.14
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 47
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
wn:
M nnewaukan————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
saturated zone
W nd erosion 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.50 Rock fragnents 0. 88
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0. 69
Me:
Morit z————————————— 50 [Fair Poor Fai r
Carbonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0.76
saturated zone
Depth to 0.76 Car bonate content|0.92
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.92
Lamour e-———————————— 40 | Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0.99 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Depth to 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.99
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
h:
a dham———-—————————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0.32
O:
Othents, Gavelly——| 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Low content of 0.12 Sl ope 0. 00 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0.14 Sl ope 0. 00
Dr ought y 0.29 Too sandy 0.14
Hard to reclaim |0.18
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Pa:
Parnel | ~———————————— 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
organic natter
Wat er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.22
Pm
Pl aymoor ——————————— 85 |Fair Poor Poor
Salinity 0. 88 Low strength 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone
Sodi um cont ent 0.97 Depth to 0. 00 Salinity 0. 00
saturated zone
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
PoB:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 55 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Car bonate content|0.92
Buse 30 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
PsB:
Poi nsett ———————————- 45 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
Buse 25 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Carbonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soi |

and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2

Ham i n County,

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil

Sout h Dakot a

condi tion but does not elimnate the need

for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)
Map synbol Pct Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Waubay-——---———————- 20 |Fair Poor CGood
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
PsC:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 40 | Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.92
organic nmatter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0.87
Car bonate content|0.92
Buse 30 |Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Waubay-——---———————- 20 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
PwA:
Poi nsett ~———————————- 60 |[Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
Waubay-——---———————- 30 (Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
PwB:
Poi nsett ———————————- 70 [Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content| 0. 92
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Car bonate content|0.92
Waubay-——---———————- 20 |Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
Ra:
Rauvi | | e=——===—————= 85 [Fair Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 88 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 86
Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
ReA:
Renshaw-——-—————————- 85 [Fair Good Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Too sandy 0.14 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Dr ought y 0. 86 Too sandy 0.14
ReB:
Renshaw-——-—————————- 85 [Fair Good Poor
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Too sandy 0.14 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Dr ought y 0. 86 Too sandy 0.14
RnC:
Renshaw-——-————————— 50 [Fair Good Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0.14 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Dr ought y 0. 86 Too sandy 0.14
Brandt ~———————————- 35 |Fair Poor Poor
WAt er erosion 0.90 Low strength 0. 00 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Shri nk-swel | 0.99
RsC:
Renshaw——-————————— 55 [Fair Good Poor
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic natter
Too sandy 0.14 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Dr ought y 0. 86 Too sandy 0.14
Si oux 35 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low content of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.32 Hard to reclaim |0.00
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
SaD:
Si oux 50 | Poor Good Poor
Too sandy 0. 00 Too sandy 0. 00
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Dr ought y 0.32 Hard to reclaim |0.00
Sl ope 0.37
Renshaw——-—————————- 40 | Fair Good Poor
Low cont ent of 0.12 Rock fragnents 0. 00
organic nmatter
Too sandy 0.14 Hard to reclaim |0.08
Dr ought y 0. 86 Too sandy 0.14
Sl ope 0.37
So:
Sout ham-——————=————- 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
Car bonate content| 0. 92 Low strength 0. 00 Too C ayey 0. 00
WAt er erosion 0.99 Shri nk-swel | 0.12 Salinity 0. 88
Sp:
Spot t swood—————————- 85 |Fair Fai r Poor
Low content of 0.12 Depth to 0.76 Hard to reclaim |0.00
organic nmatter saturated zone
Depth to 0.76
saturated zone
St B:
Strayhoss—————————- 85 |Fair Fair CGood
Low content of 0.18
organic natter
WAt er erosion 0.90
To:
Tonka 85 | Poor Poor Poor
Too cl ayey 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00 Depth to 0. 00
saturated zone saturated zone
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0. 00
Shri nk-swel | 0. 46
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Potential source of Potential source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
VbA:
Vi enna—————————————- 70 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.99
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Br ooki ngs—————————- 20 |Fair Poor Fai r
Low cont ent of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.98
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Too cl ayey 0.98
Wat er erosion 0.99
VbB:
Vi ennga—————————————- 70 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.99
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Br ooki ngs—————————- 15 | Fair Poor Fair
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Too O ayey 0.98
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
Too cl ayey 0.98
WAt er erosion 0.99
VnC:
Vi enna—————————————- 70 [Fair Poor Fai r
Low content of 0.50 Low strength 0. 00 Car bonate content|0.99
organic nmatter
Car bonate content|0.92 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
Buse 20 [Fair Fai r Fai r
Low content of 0.12 Low strength 0.22 Car bonate content| 0. 46
organic nmatter
Car bonate content| 0. 46 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
WAt er erosion 0.99
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Section |1
Soil and Site Information

Construction Materials Table 2
Ham in County, South Dakota

(The information in this table indicates the dom nant soil condition but does not elininate the need
for onsite investigation. The ratings given for the thickest |layer are for the thickest |ayer above
and excluding the bottomlayer. The nunbers in the value colums range fromO0.00 to 0.99. The
greater the value, the greater the likelihood that the bottomlayer or thickest |ayer of the soil is
a source of sand or gravel. See text for further explanation of ratings in this table.)

Map synbol Pct . Pot enti al source of Potenti al source of Potential source of
and soil name of recl amation materi al roadfill t opsoi |
map
uni t
Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue| Rating class and Val ue
limting features limting features limting features
W
Water (|l ess Than 40
Acres) ~———————————- 100 | Not rated Not rated Not rated
A:
Waubay ———-———-——————-— 85 [Fair Poor Good
WAt er erosion 0. 90 Low strength 0. 00
Car bonate content|0.97 Shri nk-swel | 0. 87
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